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Development of  Theories on the Semiotic Turn: 
Their Characteristics Related to the Transmodern Paradigm
Shoichi OHASHI
Abstract
Semiotics—said to include the main aspects of actor-network theory—has come to 
prominence in recent years, and has diversely developed since the semiotic turn during 
the 1990s. This paper surveys this process from the semiotic viewpoint, and asserts the 
necessity of regimenting its theories into the paradigm of transmodernity in order to 
advance them further.
